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CHAPTER 


VIII 


PRES I DENT L'l- PROTECT ION 


p_X Statistics ot assassinations 

p.9, top Secret Service 

pp.S-10 SS protects President 

p . 11; LL. 15-18 SS assur.es full responsibility- 
p,15,par.l ?RS tile 


pp. 17-13 FBI appropriation 

p. IS, L. 12 "Treasury Guard Force" 

p. 19, 1.4 


(part 3) p.l. 

) 

Protective Measures, 

• 

• botztoin; 

) 



p.4, bottoiii 

) 

Kotcrcade Route 


p.5, bottom 


Choice of Trade M= 2 rt 

- 


p.7, L.7 Trade Mart 

p.9, Ll.o-11 Police on roof 


p.io. 

Par . 1 

Precrutious at irade Mart 


R.ll, 

LI. 14-15 

Love Field Conclusion 

- 

p.l3. 

top 

Lawson* s work 

- 

P.13, 

par. 2 

Dallas police & SS 

- 

?.15, 

micldle 

Policemen 

- 

p.l6. 

bottom 

FBI assistance 

- 

P-17, 

top 

FBI procedures 

_ 



0.17 




4f:hcipter VIII 
?a ::o 2 

io, ccp Scanning building 


21, top Checking building 


Dr ink ing incident: 


VCnaC do 
helped? 


they look for? lias it ever 
\;as it satisfactory procedure? 


Is this a reasonable step? vrnat are 
they looking for? vkiat can they hope 
to get? 


This i^ veil handled. In the same 
line, sliould the SS rules be examined 
and evaluated? 


(In ‘'.his cliaptar should be inserted the materials under 
r:C i::gs ’'Bnckgr ound'* and ’’Motor cade^’ of Chtpter 2, 
'*hlch are relevant only to the question of security 
measures and their adequacy. See,^ for comments 
thereon, notes to Chapter 2.) 




file 


Rearrange sentences. 


) iQ. 

Ll,7-S) 


20 "clear risks" 


h'ere these more dangerous, or just without 
permanent residence? 


11.5-3 Lee’s '.:ork at TS3D and 
mo t or c ad 8 route 


- Is there an}^ reason for thinking PRS 
Xvould have connected them? 


:ttcm Osvald &, SS interest - Cn what criteria w'ould Oswald nave been 

investigated? 


52, to? 

Cm^-cld’s case reopened 

- Is this all that was done? 

5^, par.l;) 
.55-55 ) 

FBI interview in MO 

- Did Oswald tell Cfuigley why he wanted 
this interview? Uhat x:as discussed? 

55, L.IO 

Investigation of Lee 

- Does this mean FBI did not knew where 
he x;ns living? If so, it seems inepnsi, 

53, C-? 

Mexico o: State Dept. 

- Could scinetliing have been done by State 
at th is point? 

55, LI. 7 -10 

?.0. address change 

- LTiy wasn’t this known until Oct.? How 
was it learned? 


5S, bottom Hosty looks for Lee 

.55-60 Mesty interviews Mrs. ?ai 

62, LI. 3-4 Cs’.'ald’s case not urgent 


67, b::tom tOI .bgenc Theory 


- Straighten this mess out . 

- Miat T’os purpose of investigation? Vfnat 
x;as he looking for? 

-* Are Liiere criteria established for 
priority among cases? 

- Delete bracketed sentences. 


/apter Vril 
/pa-e 3 


r 

bottom 

FBI 

,,69, p-ir.2 

FBI 

p.7I, par.l 

Kosty address, etc. 

?.73, to? 

Marguerite's theory 

?.73, bottom 

CLl denials 

p.75, bottom 

CIA hiaison 

?.77, ?r:r.2 

SS 6c other threats 

p.SO, par. 1 

SS 5: report on Oswald 

; .30, par. 2;) 
p.Sl ) 

Other agencies &. SS 

? . . o3, L.4 

FBI Changes 

?.35, LI. 6-8 

Ne;; criteria 

?..37 

Conclusion ~ personal 
dangers 

? ei r t D 
P..38 

Scope of Com’s work 

? . 8 9 , bote oia 

SS Study 

p.91, to? 

Re c o r r. e n d a t i o n s 

p.92, par.l 

Role of President 

;>?. 93-94 

Speed of travel 

.^.96 

Role of Protection 

■<.99, par.l 

^'Rational mood,** **elem 
caution** 

■’.99, Par. 2 

ArrCsOred • car 


- This could have been done but not 
reported; this staterrent assumes required 
procedures v;ere followed. 

“ Rearrange, & shorten as marked. 

- Hcsty*s license number wvas also in 
book — explain. 

- Rewnrite sentence. 

• Tais phrasing is not good - what about 
CIA informant in Soviet embassy in 
I'exico City? 

“ It’s more than ironic I 

- Proof, exam;ple5 of this? 

• rp.is is repet iticvis. 

~ Tnis conclusion should be a*.i;p lifted *- 
oy existing criteria, by best possible 
criteria, etc.? Is parentbesis correcc? 
i.nat 30 cut ;-‘'tnod? 

- nnac c lassiiication do defectors ccnieunder? 

- Is it possible to have criteria which are 
practical and wnich would have covered 
Oswald? 

- Recor-oendat ions by Com? Any criteria to 
be suggested at least as minimal? 


IS this correct? I suggest dropping 
first hal. 

is this really secret? Has it been given 
to CoEsa members? 

Ilsaning unclear. 

Poor sentence for report 

Delete. 

bhiat is protection against? 

Analyze dangers . 

These are unnecessarily vague and 
general 

Is ten IS realistic - h’ill LDJ e ver use it? 
Cr any President? 


^ i 


f 

! 1 


' 4 


iCC-101 Agents on and in car - JFK told tlKjrn not to ride on 

platforms! - Could Kcll-rman have 

got to back seat? 




